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Length of maxillary 

of base of dorsal fin 

of pectoral fin 

of base of pectoral fin 

of ventral fin 

of base of anal fin 

of third anal spine 

of caudal fin 

Distance of vertical of vent from snout 
Fam. Percidje. 

Priacanthtjs insularum, sp. n. 

D. 10. 15. A. 3. 15. Scales of lateral line, about 76. 

This species has a close resemblance to P. macrophthalmus , from 
which, however, the following differences distinguish it: — 1. The 
height of the body to the total length is as 1 to 3|, not as 1 to 2f . 
2. The diameter of the eye is to the length of the head as 1 to 3f, 
not as 1 to 2|. 3. The number of soft rays in the dorsal fin is 15, 

not 13 or 14. 4. The length of the second dorsal spine is to the 

last as 1 to 2, not as 1 to If. 5. The edge of the opercle has one 

flat spine, and above this there is a rounded plate ; whereas the edge 
of the opercle of P. macropKthalmus has two flat spines. 6. In P. 
macrophthalmus the two borders of the preopercle form a right angle, 
and the margins are strongly denticulated. In the present species 
the angle formed by the free borders of the preopercle is obtuse, and 
the margins are very finely serrate. 7. The caudal is slightly emar- 
ginate. 8. The fins have not black edges, as is the case with P. 
macrophthalmus . 

This species is established on a single specimen, taken last May, 
which had a length of 14f inches, and a height of 3f, the head being 
3f inches long. The eye had a diameter of If inch. The example 
was coloured a uniform red, and it is now in the British Museum. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 

Use of the Weights and Measures of the Metric System in Scientific 

Pursuits . 

On the 18th of November last, a numerous deputation, composed 
of individuals of great eminence and belonging to various occupations 
and professions, waited on the Rt. Hon. Milner Gibson, M.P., Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade, for the purpose of representing the 
expediency of carrying into effect the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons which was appointed last session 
to consider the advantages of an international system of weights and 
measures. This Committee, after a long and careful investigation of 
the whole question, had unanimously resolved to recommend the 
adoption, for all purposes and throughout the British Empire, of the 
weights and measures of the metric system. Mr. Wm. Ewart, 
as Chairman of the Committee, introduced the deputation to the 
minister, who listened to all the speakers with the greatest attention 
and courtesy, and returned a very encouraging answer. 

The claims of natural history were advocated by Professor Owen, 
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who showed that the labours of British naturalists are to a great 
degree frustrated, so far as regards weights and measures, by the 
intricacy and inconvenience of the English method, and its limitation 
to the British Islands. If an English anatomist gives the weight of 
the brain or lungs, for example, of some newly discovered animal in 
the terms of the national method, it may not be known whether he 
uses troy weight or avoirdupois ; or if he gives the length of a bone 
or any other part in “lines,” it is uncertain whether a “line” is the 
tenth or the twelfth of an inch. On the other hand, the metre, the 
litre, and the gramme, with their decimal multiples and subdivisions, 
are not only accepted and understood by cultivated persons in almost 
all foreign countries, but they are extensively used by British che- 
mists and other men of science. They are learnt with the greatest 
ease ; when once learnt, they cannot be forgotten, and their advan- 
tages are found to be indisputable. Under present circumstances, 
careful describers find themselves obliged to employ two systems, a 
bad and a good one. Professor Owen has for some time used the 
metric system in this way, appending the dimensions in decimal 
parts of the metre to the denominations of the English method. 
“Although,” as he stated, “when the system of weight or measure 
is noted by the observer, its reduction in a single instance may be a 
small demand upon the time and attention of the reader, yet the 
repetition of that act takes a serious amount from the working hours 
of the individual ; and, when multiplied by the number of students, 
who are obstructed by conflicting systems of weights and measures, 
the impediment to the progress of the sciences of observation becomes 
so great as to render the subject quite worthy of the consideration of 
legislative authority.” 

The Unicorn of the Ancients. 

To the Editors of the Annals and Magazine of Natural History. 

Gentlemen, — Dr. A.E. Brehm has favoured me with the following 
communication on the subject of the “ Unicorn.” As the remarks are 
those of an African traveller, I think they are quite worth publishing 
in your Magazine. Enough now of the Unicorn ; requiescat in pace ! 

Your obedient Servant, 

Preston Rectory, Wellington, Salop. "W. Houghton. 

Dec. 8, 1862. 

“Sir, — In reference to your interesting paper in No. 59 of the 
‘Annals of Natural History/ I take the liberty to inform you that 
also in the interior of Africa, where I have travelled, the “Unicorn” 
( Anasa of the natives) is nothing more than the Rhinoceros. It will 
be interesting to you to learn that, at the present day, in the interior 
of Africa — for example, at Carthum (Cartoum) — drinking-vessels and 
cups are still made from the horn of the Rhinoceros, as they attri- 
bute to it the very same properties which Ctesias did (page 367 of 
your communication). They also use the horn for the purpose of 
making sword-handles. 

“ I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 

“A. E. Brehm/' 


“Leipzig, Dec. 2, 1862/ 


